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T h i s  pape- is p a r t  of 3. l a r g e r  s t u d y  whose purpose  i s  t o  
. . e s t a . ' n l i s h  why, i r l  G ~ l z a i  E . ~ j . t a i n  i n  t h e  e a r l y  p a r t  o f  t h i s  c e n t u r y ,  
t h e  o r g a n i z e d  c c ~ 1  ;~<. i<t .~ '< abandoned t h e i r  cornmitlnent t o  one o r  
t h e  o t h e r  o f  t h e  twi.1 majo:- p s ~ t i e s  ir; t h s  p o l i t i c a l .  sys tem and t o o k  
up r z d i c a l ,  third-.pa??:?ty act..i.r,n i n  sup-$or% of  a n  i n d e p e ~ d e n t  l a b o r  
p a r t y ;  and  why, in t h e  U n i r ~ d  3 t a t e ~ :  t h e y  d i d  n o t ,  d e s p i t e  s t r o n g  
comparable  pressiiries on then! to do so .  I n  a  p r e v i o u s  p a p e r ,  Las1et;t. 
and Hoiiga advanced a n u m b ~ r  of h y p o t i i e s ? ~  c o n c e r n i n g  -the r e l a t i v e  
f a i l u r e  of independen t  label. p o l . i t i c s  i n  t h e  Uni ted  S t a t ~ s  compared 
t o  t h e i i 7  s u c c e s s  i n  Great Br i -Lain ,  which t h e y  a r e  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  
p u r s u e  i ; i  o t h e r  r e s e a r c h  u s i n g  t h e  c o a l  o i n e r s ,  who p l a y e d  a  ma jor  
r o l e  i n  rhe  n a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c s  of b o t h  c o u n t r i e s ,  a s  t h e  c e n t r a l  
f o c u s  of t h e i r  a n a l y s i s .  1 
Numerous o t h e r  v a r i a b l e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  b o t h  g e o g r a p h i c a l  and 
o c c u p a t i o n a l  m o b i l i t y ,  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  working c l a s s  i d e o l o g y ,  and 
t h e  d i f f e r e n t i a l  impact  of r e l i g i o u s  and e t h n i c  f a c t o r s  on t h e  l a b o r  
f o r c e  o f  b o t h  c o u n t r i e s ,  w i l l  be i n t r z d u c e d  i n t o  t h e  l a r g e r  s t u d y .  
It  s h o u l d  be made c l e a r  a t  t h e  o u t s e t ,  however,  t h a t  t h i s  p a p e r  i s  
concerned  o n l y  w i t h  a n a l y z i n g  some o f  t h e  s o u r c e s  (and some o f  t h e  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h o s e  s o u r c e s ) ,  o f  s u p p o r t . f o r  s o c i a l i s t  c a n d i -  
d a t e s  f o r  s t a t e  dnd n a t i o n a l  o f f i c e s  i?! I l l i n o i s ,  f rom 1880 t o  1924 ,  
c o n c e n t r a t i n g  p r i m a r i l y  on t h e  c o a l  m i n e r s ,  b u t  w i t h  r e f e r e n c e s  a l s o  
t o  o t h e r  e l e m e n t s  i n  t h e  I l l i n o i s  l a b o r  f o r c e .  It d o e s  n o t ,  as d o e s  
the other paper presented to this session by Professor James Green, 2 
attempt an in-depth descriptive account of the great variety of 
regional and local factors which may also have contributed to the 
presence (or absence) of a significant socialist movement among the 
coal miners of the state. Nor does it have a comparative Anglo- 
American dimension. The authors will attempt to provide both of 
these elements--which are, of course, essential before any final 
results can be obtained--in their subsequent research, It does, 
however, attempt to correlate the voting returns for Socialist 
Party of America (SPA), Socialist Labor Party (SLP), Populist and 
other minor radical party candadates at various levels in Illinois 
between 1880 and 1924 in ways which have not been used before, and 
which we believe provide some interesting results. It is the first 
of a series of state by state studies to be completed in the context 
of the larger investigation, and later to be compared with analyses 
derived from British election data, 
In the larger study we have chosen to focus on the coal miners 
for the purposes of comparative analysis because they constituted 
the largest single element in the organized labor force of both 
Britain and the United States during most of the years between 1865 
and 1950, which constitutes the entire period under review. The 
United Mine Workers of America (U.M.W. of A,), with over 300,000 
members nationally by 1905, comprised twenty per cent of the total 
- + membership of the American Federation of Labor, and was the largest . . .  
. . :c<: 
union in the federation throughout most of this period.3 Thus by 
virtue of their numbers alone, the members of the U.M.W. of A. were 
.c. .  .- . - 
in a position to exert an important degree of influence over the 
political policies of the labor movement of the United States. 
Equally important, as was also suggested in Laslett and 
Hodge's earlier paper, the labor force in the American mines was 
at first largely composed of English, Scottish, Welsh and Irish 
immigrants, some of them ex-Chartists, who were influenced by the 
British tradition of labor radicalism, and who later admired the 
British Labour Party. The coal industry experienced similar problems 
in both countries in relation to technological change, demands for 
regulatory le4islation, relations with government, etc. In 1919, 
for instance, the American miners adopted resolutions in favor of 
nationalizafion, as their English counterparts had done. The 
difference, of course, was that in England the m i ~ e s  were national- 
i_ 
ized, wherea? in America they were n ~ t .  The importance of coal 
mining in nineteenth century industry in both countries, and the 
salience of mining strikes, mining disasters, etc. in the public 
m$nd, also meant that more governmental attention was paid to coal 
mining, in the forq of reports, census data, and in federal, state, 
or parliamentary investigations than to almost any otQer industry, 
increasing the evidence available to the rqsearcher. 
Third, and perhaps most important, the geographical location 
of the industry in certain mining areas gave the miners great 
political power, which in Britain was used to elect miners' M.P.s 
to Parliament, for years under the aegis of the Liberal Party, and 
then under that of Labour. In Illinois, Pennsylvania, West Virginia 
and elsewhere, potentially at least the jniners had comparable power. 
On the whole, however, unlike their English counterparts, to the 
extent to which they used this power they exerted it within the 
framework of the traditional American two-party system, and failed 
to make use of it on behalf of the socialists in any major way, 
although there is evidence (up to this point largely impressionistic) 
of considerable socialist and labor party influence among coal miners 
in these and other American states both before and after the First 
World War, 4 
We have chosen Illinois as the first state to be examined in 
detail on the American side for what we consider to be sound 
practical, as well as historical reasons. The practical reason is 
that, as it turned out, we had available to us an annual time series 
for each county in Illinois bearing upon the extent of mining 
activity, including the number of mines, the number of employees, 
and total annual production figures* The results offered in this 
paper are therefore based primarily upon attempted correlations between 
census data concerning the mining and other elements in the Illinois 
labor force as reported in the federal censuses of 1880, 1890, 1900, 
1910, and 1920; federal reports on wealth, debts, and taxation 
issued at decennial intervals over the period under review; voting 
returns for Illinois for all statewide offices between 1880 and 
1924; and an annual time series of mining data provided by the 
Illinois State Bureau of Mines for the period 1882-1920, 5 
As for the historical reasons, during the period under review 
Illinois continued to be both a center of coal mining, and of 
radical third-party activity, Chicago was the location of the 
national headquarters of the Socialist Party of America, Terre 
Haute, Indiana, not far across the Indiana state line from the 
Illinois coal fields, was the home of Eugene Victor Debs and the 
Debs Standard Publishing Company, which frequently sent socialist 
literature into the coal fields, as did the branches of the 
Socialist Party of America in St. Louis, to the west; and in the early 
years of this century both Debs and other socialist leaders were 
familiar figures in the coal mining districts of the southwestern 
and other parts of the state. Illinois District 12 of the United 
Mine Workers of America contained about 80,000 members in 1903, or 
more than a quarter of the total U.M.W. of A. membership. In addition, 
between 1900 and 1917 the Socialists controlled many of the leading 
offices in the district. Adolph'Germer, National Secretary of the 
Socialist Party between 1916 and 1919, had himself begun work as a 
miner in the Belleville sub-district of Illinois at the age of ten, 
and had held various offices in District 12 (including the influential 
Secretary-Treasurership in 1914-19151, before becoming a national 
official of the SPA in 1916. John H. Walker, president of District 
12 between 1906 and 1913, was for many years an influential member 
of the Socialist Party in Illinois, besides becoming president of 
the powerful Illinois State Federation of Labor in the latter year. 
And Frank Hayes, who became International President of the U.M.W. of 
A. for three years between 1917 and 1920, had also risen through the 
ranks of the U.M.W. hierarchy in Illinois, for more than ten years 
as a member of the SPA. 6 
Finally, Illinois has frequently been the focus of attention 
for historians in their efforts to trace the sources and character 
of radical third-party activities in the United States, both in 
older narrative types of studies, such as Chester M. Destlerls . .. 
account of the attempt to establish a socialist-labor-populist 
alliance in Illinois in the 1890ts, and more recent quantitatively- 
oriented analyses of the social bases of midwestern politics, as 
in Paul Kleppner's and Richard Jensen's two recent books. 7 
2. Methodological Considerations 
Sufficient impressionistic evidence of the potential for 
radicalism among the Illinois coal miners exists in the previous 
literature to warrant the detailed consideration of their 
voting behavior in relation to the Socialist Party, the SLP, and 
other radical parties active in this period, which now follows. 
We are of course aware, as Professor Green points out in his 
paper, both of the inherent limitations of voting analysis, and 
of the particular difficulties associated with it as a research 
tool in evaluating the reasons for radicalism among workingmen. 
Transiency, deliberate abstention, the lack of voting qualifications 
due to immigrant status, and the manipulation of the workingman's 
vote due to overt pressure, or to deferential behavior patterns 
brought from the peasant societies of Europe or from previous places 
of residence in the United States, all make it a rather crude index 
of radical beliefs. Nevertheless, vot,ing analysis is a necessary, 
even if it is not a sufficient, criterion for the measurement of 
political behavior; and in this study it should be taken simply 
to indicate the degree of support which coal miners and other elements 
in the labor force were willing to. give radical third parties during 
the period under review, not in any sense as a final or complete 
analysis af sources and character of their radicalism. 
Nevertheless, in order to give our analysis a somewhat broader 
base, we have not limited it to discussing the relationship between 
Socialist voting and employment in coal mining alone, but have also 
included measures of three other factors associated with the 
potential for radical politics in any labor force, namely: urbanism, 
measured by the proportion of the total population of each county 
living in places of 2,500 or more ( =  U); ethnicity or national 
origins, measured by the proportion of the white population of each 
county who are foreign-born whites ( =  F )  ;' and wealth, as indexed 
by the per capita assessed dollar value of all property in each 
county subject to ad valorem taxation ( =  W). The indicator of -
mining activity ( =  M) is given by the proportion of the male popula- 
tion in each county who were employed in mines" The independent 
variables used throughout this paper are defined as stated here, 
except for a few trivial modifications, dictated by the available 
census information, which are noted in the tables below. 9 
The indicators defined above are available, with only minor 
D 
changes (noted in the tables below), for all 102 counties of the 
state of Illinois at decennial intervals over the period 1880 to 
1920. These 102 counties serve as the units of analysis for all 
of the cross-sectional, ecological regression analyses of voting 
reported below, Because counties, rather than individuals, are 
the units of analysis we cannot legitimately talk about the voting 
behavior of miners, urbanites, the foreign born, or the wealthy as 
individuals. Nevertheless we will occasionally make statements 
at the individual level and the reader is warned that such state- 
ments, although perhaps true, can only be inferred from the results 
herein. They cannot be proved. We can only make statements about 
the voting behavior of populations residing in counties with high 
concentrations of wealth, urbanites, foreign born, and miners, since 
it is simply not possible, at the level of analysis, to know if it 
is the miners, the urbanites, the foreign born, or the wealth alone 
who are doing the observed voting. 10 
Another difficulty frequently encountered in statistical 
analysis occurs when the independent variables are themselves highly 
intercorrelated. This problem, technically identified as multi- 
collinearity, is often found in aggregate data of the kind employed 
in this paper and makes it virtually impossible to isolate the 
specific effects of the different variables. One can perhaps most 
easily grasp this difficulty by considering the two extremes which 
can occur when only two independent variables are employed. If 
the two variables should turn out to be uncorrelated with each 
other, then there is no problem about isolating their relative 
effects upon the dependent variable, In this case, their respective 
influences are mutually exclusive since no part of the effect of 
either variable can be attributed to the other. At the other 
extreme is the situation in which the two predictor variables are 
perfectly correlated with each other. In this case there is no 
way whatsoever of untangling the separate effects of the two variables. 
Owing to their perfect association, the two variables cannot be 
distinguished from each other and the effects of either on the 
dependent variable could be attributed to the other. Multi- 
collinearity exists when the independent variables are highly, but 
imperfectly correlated. Its presence makes the estimates of their 
effects (or coefficients) unstable, since a large fraction of the 
total variation in the dependent variable explained by the predictor 
variables is jointly shared by one or more of the independent 
variables and cannot, therefore, be uniquely assigned to any one 
of them. 11 
The correlations between the major independent variables used 
throughout this paper are shown in Table 1 for each decennial period. 
For the most part, these associations are modest and no appreciable 
problem of multicollinearity is posed by the correlations for 
any decade. The correlations between the foreign-born variable 
and the indicators of urbanism and wealth are somewhat larger than 
we would like, but they are well within the limits that permit 
reasonably stable estimatese This, of course, is crucial in the 
present analysis, since we want to interpret the changing effects 
of the variables on socialist voting from one election to the next. 
If the independent variables were highly interco.r~elated with each 
other, their changing effects upon the vote Er-orn decade to decade 
might well be attributable to modest shifts In their intercorrela- 
tions rather than to meaningful realignments of -the electorate. 
Needless to say, our final selection of a standard set of independent 
variables was informed by an attempt .to avo.~d t h e  problems of 
multicollinearity. 12 
--- 
Insert Table 1 about here 
- 
Another potential problem, that of interpreting the results 
from alternative years, is largely mitigated by -the substantial 
stability over time of the independent variables used here. If, 
for example, we find that areas with a high concentration of 
immigrants support Socialist candidates in one election and swing 
against them in-the next, two possible explanations of the observed 
phenomena present themselves. The most obvious conclusion and the 
one we would like to draw is that the vote in areas with large 
immigration populations shifted between the elections, (In so far 
as one can draw individual level conclusions from ecological data, 
this interpretation implies a realignment of the foreign-born vote.) 
However, another interpretation also suggests itself, It may well 
be that the area concentration of the foreign born also changed 
between the two periods so that the explanation of the changing 
effect of immigrant concentration on socialist voting rests not 
upon a realignment of the vote but upon the changing area distribu- 
tion of the foreign born, If, however, the area concentration of 
the foreign born is stable from decade to decade, this second 
intrepretation can be ruled out. As the reader can see in Table 2, 
which shows the correlations over time between the independent 
variables, all of the predictor variables are highly stable from 
one decade to the next. Indeed, more than three-fifths of the 1920 
variation in the foreign born, urbanism, and wealth indicators can 
be accounted for by the observations on the same indicators in 1880. 
Only the mining variable exhibits any substantial change in its 
pattern of area concentration between 1880 and 1920. However, the 
area distribution of mining activities changes slowly, so that even 
the indicator of mine employment is quite stable across adjacent 
decades . 
I n s e r t  T a b l e  2 a b o u t  h e r e  
Thus owing t o  t h e  s u b s t a n t i a l  s t a b i l i t y  o v e r  t i m e  i n  t h e  i n d e p e n d e n t  
v a r i a b l e s ,  i t  i s  v e r y  u n l i k e l y  t h a t  a n y  s h o r t  r u n  s h i f t s  i n  t h e i r  
o b s e r v e d  e f f e c t s  upon t h e  s o c i a l i s t  v o t e  c a n  b e  a t r r i b u t e d  t o  popula-  
t i o n  movements which  a l t e r  t h e i r  p a t t e r n  of a r e a  c o n c e n t r a t i o n ,  
Such s w i n g s  f rom e l e c t i o n  t o  e l e c t i o n  a l m o s t  s u r e l y  r e f l e c t  t h e  
s h i f t i n g  mood o f  t h e  e l e c t o r a t e , ,  
Two f i n a l  p o i n t s  m e r i t  d i s c u s s i o n  b e f o r e  w e  p roceed  t o  t h e  
s u b s t a n t i v e  f i n d i n g s *  T a b l e  3  shows t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  t o t a l  
P r e s i d e n t i a l  v o t e  cast  f o r  S o c i a l i s t  c a n d i d a . t e s  i n  b o t h  I l l i n o i s  
a n d  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  f rom 1896 t o  1 9 2 4 ,  A s  t h e  r e a d e r  c a n  s e e ,  
t h e r e  a r e  numerous f l u c t u a t i o n s  i n  t h e  l e v e l  o f  s u p p o r t  f o r  S o c i a l i s t  
c a n d i d a t e s  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  These  f l u c t u a t i o n s  a r e  o f t e n  a b r u p t ,  
as be tween  1912 and 1916 i n  I l l i n o i s  where  Debs '  h i g h  w a t e r  mark 
o f  o v e r  s e v e n  p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  I l l i n o i s  P r e s i d e n t i a l  v o t e  i n  1912 f e l l  
o f f  t o  a low water mark o f  l e s s  t h a n  t h r e e  p e r  c e n t  i n  t h e  s u c c e e d i n g  
e l e c t i o n  d u e ,  p e r h a p s  ( a l t h o u g h  t h i s  i s  a s u r m i s e  drawn f rom t h e  
o t h e r  l i t e r a t u r e  a v a i l a b l e  on  t h e  s u b j e c t , 1 3  which h a s  n o t  y e t  been  
r e - examined  i n  s p e c i f i c .  t e r m s  f o r  I l l i n o i s )  t o  t h e  p o p u l a r i t y  of  t h e  
f o r e i g n  p o l i c y  s t a n d  o r  t h e  r e f o r m i n g  l a b o r  l e g i s l a t i o n  p a s s e d  by 
P r e s i d e n t  Woodrow Wil -son ' s  f i r s t  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ,  and t o  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  t h e  S o c i a l i s t s  nomina ted  a r e l a t i v e l y  unknown c a n d i d a t e ,  A l l e n  
Bensen ,  f o r  t h e  p r e s i d e n c y  i n  1 9 1 6 ,  
However, t h e  p o i n t  i s  t h a t  a l t h o u g h  o n e  r m p o r t a n t  p a r t  of' t h e  
a n a l y s i s  o f  v o t i n g  b e h a v i o r  i s  p r o p e r l y  c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  t h e  c h a n g i n g  
fraction of the vote captured by the various parties, another and 
equally important part of the analysis is not so much concerned 
with the changing level of support for the parties, but with the -- 
changing correlates of their support regardless of its level. The 
questions posed in rhis paper are primarily restricted to the latter 
kind: we are not as concerned with how much support Socialist 
candidates drew (which was never very much, save in a few isolated 
areas) as we are with who supported them, Because the focus of -
our interest is upon whether Socialists ran relatively well in poor, 
urban, mining, and ethnic areas and changes therein, we have reported 
all the regression coefficients in this paper in standardized form. 
The coefficients in raw score form would, from election to election, 
tend in some measure to reflect the changing scale or level of the 
Socialist vote, as well as the scales of the several independent 
variables. Standardized coefficients are obtained when all the 
variables, independent and dependent, are expressed in a common 
metric with mean zero and unit variance; they may be compared from 
one regression to the next and between variables in the same 
regression. Shifts in the standardized coefficients reveal whether 
the socialist vote--whatever its aggregate total--is more or less 
concentrated in areas with relatively large poor, urban, mining, 
or foreign-born populations. 
- -  - - ~  
Insert Table 3 about here 
Lastly, it is perhaps appropriate to insert a word of caution 
about the generality of the findings presented below, Although we 
would be surprised if the results from Illinois are not in broad 
outline applicable to other comparable states--such as Ohio, 
Indiana, and Pennsylvania--with large immigrant, urban, and mining 
populations, we prefer to leave the generality of present findings 
an open question to be answered as our own work develops. It is 
true that the changing level of support for Socialist Presidential 
candidates in the United States after 1900 is fairly closely mirrored 
by the support they received in Illinois alone. However, it is 
also true that they ran somewhat more strongly in Illinois than in 
the rest of the country, and that fact alone is a sufficient caution 
against premature extrapolation beyond Illinois. 
3. Origins of Socialist Voting in Illinois 
The socialists did not enter candidates into statewide election 
campaigns in Illinois until 1896. There were, however, other radical 
third parties active prior to that time: Greenbackers, Populists, 
the Union Labor Party, and the Union Reform Party. (The Greenback 
Party C18741, the United Labor Party C18881, and the Union Labor 
Party C18881 were originally agrarian reform parties seeking monetary 
reform, railroad regulation, and protective labor legislation which 
picked up considerable electoral support of the Midwest. The People's 
Party C18921 was, of course, much the largest and most powerful of 
these groups.) 
Two questions regarding these predecessors to the socialist 
parties are of interest. First, to what extent did support for 
these parties come from areas with high concentrations of miners, 
foreign born, urbanites, and the least prosperous counties? And 
second ,  d i d  t h e  c o u n t i e s  t h a t  vo ted  f o r  p r e - s o c i a l i s t  r a d i c a l  
t h i r d - p a r t y  c a n d i d a t e s  s h i f t  t h e i r  s u p p o r t  t o  s o c i a l i s t  c a n d i d a t e s  
l a t e r ?  
We b e g i n  by l o o k i n g  a t  t h e  v o t e  f o r  James B. Weaver, P r e s i d e n -  
t i a l  c a n d i d a t e  o f  t h e  Greenback P a r t y  i n  1880 ,  R e g r e s s i n g  
G = p r o p o r t i o n  o f  P r e s i d e n t i a l  v o t e  c a s t  f o r  t h e  Greenback 
P a r t y  c a n d i d a t e  i n  1880,  
on t h e  f o u r  i n d e p e n d e n t  v a r i a b l e s  o b t a i n e d  from t h e  1880 census  
y i e l d s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s t a n d a r d i z e d  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c e n t s  ( t h e  
s t a n d a r d  e r r o r s  o f  t h e  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  a r e  g i v e n  i n  
p a r e n t h e s e s ) :  
,'o 
b ~ ~ .  MFW = -.082 ( , 1 2 0 )  
1 
b ~ ~ .  MFU = ,205 ( . 1 1 8 )  . 
(Note :  M = t h e  number o f  miners  i n  1882 [ t h e  e a r l i e s t  d a t e  f o r  
which we had d a t a ]  o v e r  male p o p u l a t i o n  i n  1880;  F = f o r e i g n  born  
o v e r  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n ;  t h e  remain ing  two independen t  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  
unchanged. )  The most s t r i k i n g  r e s u l t  o f  t h i s  r e g r e s s i o n  i s  t h e  
v e r y  low c o e f f i c i e n t  o f  d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  R ~ ;  o n l y  seven p e r  c e n t  o f  
t h e  v a r i a n c e  i n  v o t e s  c a s t  f o r  t h e  Greenback P r e s i d e n t i a l  c a n d i d a t e  
i n  1880 was e x p l a i n e d  by t h e  f o u r  independen t  v a r i a b l e s .  The miners  
a p p a r e n t l y  t e n d e d  t o  v o t e  f o r  t h e  Greenback c a n d i d a t e ,  a s  evidenced 
by t h e  p o s i t i v e  v a l u e  o f  t h e  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t  f o r  miners .  
We need n o t  l o o k  a t  e v e r y  e l e c t i o n  i n d i v i d u a l l y .  .Table 4 
shows t h e  s t a n d a r d i z e d  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  f o r  s e l e c t e d  p a r t y  
c a n d i d a t e s  i n  t h e  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n s  o f  1880 t o  1900. I n  1884 
the standardized regression coefficient of the proportion of vote 
cast for the 1884 Greenback Party Presidential candidate ( =  G ' )  
on the proportion employed in mines, net of the other three in- 
,'c 
dependent variables, is bGIM,FUW = , 2 6 2  (.loo), which is greater 
than twice its standard error. Counties with high proportions of 
miners gave heavy support to the Greenback caididate in Illinois 
in 1884. This result is substantively important for two reasons: 
it shows that miners were block voting for third-party candidates 
as early as 1884, and second, that they were unlikely to be voting 
in response to union dictates, for although the Illinois miners 
had some form'of union organization going back to the Civil War, it 
probably remained too small and weak to have m y  major impact upon 
the voting behavior of its members. 
Insert Table 4 about here 
The counties with large numbers of miners supported candidates 
of the two labor parties, as one might expect, The Union Labor Party 
in 1888 and the Union Reform Party in 1900 drew heavy support from 
counties with large proportions of miners. 
The results for the Populists are interesting, for taken in 
conjunction with the evidence concerning mining support for Green- 
back and Union Labor Party candidates, they throw doubt upon 
Laslett's earlier suggestion, put forward in Labor and the Left, 
that "the People's Party was the first radical third-party movement 
to capture the attention of the coal miners on any scale." In 
fact, as we see from Table 4, counties with large numbers of miners 
gave no more s u p p o r t  t o  P o p u l i s t  c a n d i d a t e s  t h a n  d i d  o t h e r  c o u n t i e s ,  
n e t  o f  t h e  o t h e r  t h r e e  v a r i a b l e s .  The z e r o - o r d e r  c o r r e l a t i o n  c o e f -  
f i c i e n t  was rpM = - . I 3 2  i n  1892 and rpM = .034 i n  1 9 0 0 ,  where P = 
p r o p o r t i o n  o f  v o t e  c a s t  f o r  P e o p l e ' s  P a r t y  c a n d i d a t e .  These r e s u l t s  
do n o t ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  mean t h a t  l a r g e  numbers o f  miners  were n o t  
s u p p o r t i n g  P o p u l i s t  c a n d i d a t e s ;  t h e y  imply o n l y  t h a t  c o u n t i e s  w i t h  
s u b s t a n t i a l  mining a c t i v i t i e s  were no more l i k e l y  t o  s u p p o r t  P o p u l i s t  
P r e s i d e n t i a l  c a n d i d a t e s  t h a n  were o t h e r  areas. 
F i n a l l y ,  Tab le  4 shows t h a t  a l t h o u g h  miners  gave l i t t i e  
s u p p o r t  t o  t h e  S o c i a l i s t  Labor P a r t y  i n  1 8 9 6 ,  pe rhaps  because  o f  
t h e  d u a l - u n i o n i s t ,  anti-U.M.W. o f  A ,  t a c t i c s  of  D a n i e l  DeLeon's 
S o c i a l i s t  Trades  and Labor A l l i a n c e ,  which had been founded i n  1895,  
i n  1900 t h e  mining c o u n t i e s  gave c o n s i d e r a b l e  s u p p o r t  t o  t h e  c a n d i -  
d a t e s  o f  b o t h  t h e  SLP and t h e  S o c i a l  Democrat ic  P a r t y  ( i n  1 9 0 1  t o  
become t h e  s o c i a l i s t  P a r t y  o f  Amer ica ) ,  Whether t h i s  was due t o  
t h e  r e l a t i v e  p o p u l a r i t y  o f  t h e  S o c i a l i s t  c a n d i d a t e s ,  t o  t h e  expans ion  
o f  p a r t y  o r g a n i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  s t a t e  o f  I l l i n o i s ,  o r  t o  l o c a l  c o n d i t i o n s  
a f f e c t i n g  t h e  mining community, r emains  t o  be s e e n ,  
The second q u e s t i o n  we asked o f  p r e - s o c i a l i s t  v o t i n g  i n  I l l i n o i s  
was t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  s o c i a l i s t  v o t i n g  c o u l d  be 
e x p l a i n e d  by t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  o t h e r  r a d i c a l  t h i r d - p a r t y  v o t i n g  i n  
I l l i n o i s  p r i o r  t o  1896.  Tab le  5 shows t h e  z e r o - o r d e r  c o r 9 r e l a t i o n  
c o e f f i c i e n t s  o f  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n s  f o r  s e l e c t e d  p a r t i e s  from 
1880 t o  1904. The c o r r e l a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  same parity i n  a d j a c e n t  y e a r s  
a r e  f a i r l y  h i g h ,  i n d i c a t i n g  some s t a b i l i t y  i n  e l e c t o r a l  s u p p o r t ,  
I n  g e n e r a l ,  however, t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  i n  Table  5 a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  low, 
i n d i c a t i n g  l i t t l e  s i m i l a r i t y  i n  t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  v o t i n g  by coun ty  i n  
I l l i n o i s  from one  r a d i c a l  t h i r d  p a r t y  t o  a n o t h e r .  The i m p l i c a t i o n  
i s  t h a t  i n  making t h e i r  a p p e a l s  t o  v o t e r s ,  t h e  r a d i c a l  t h i r d  
p a r t i e s  e i t h e r  d e l i b e r a t e l y  c o n c e n t r a t e d  on d i f f e r e n t  g roups  o f  
v o t e r s ,  o r ,  what i s  more l i k e l y ,  a t t r a c t e d  d i f f e r e n t  combina t ions  o f  
g roups  i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  t h e  s p e c i f i c  i n t e n t i o n s .  We have  no grounds  
f o r  s a y i n g  t h a t  Greenbackers  s w i t c h e d  a l l e g i a n c e  t o  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  
P a r t y ,  f o r  example ;  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  between t h e  1884 Greenbacker  
v o t e  and t h e  1892 P e o p l e ' s  P a r t y  v o t e  i s  , 1 9 4 ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  
2 Greenbacker  v o t e  e x p l a i n s  o n l y  3 . 8  p e r  c e n t ,  i . e . ,  ( , 1 9 4 >  , o f  
t h e  P e o p l e ' s  P a r t y  v o t e  i n  1892.  
- - 
I n s e r t  Tab le  5 a b o u t  h e r e  
I t  i s  s i m i l a r l y  i n c o r r e c t  t o  s a y  t h a t  t h e  I l l i n o i s  v o t e r s  
a n a l y z e d  h e r e  who had been a t t r a c t e d  t o  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  P a r t y  became 
s u p p o r t e r s  o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t s .  The d i s t r i b u t i o n  by c o u n t y  o f  t h e  
p r o p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  v o t e  c a s t  f o r  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  P a r t y  i n  1892 and 1 9 0 0  
c o r r e l a t ' e  n e g a t i v e l y  w i t h  a l l  l a t e r  v o t e s  f o r  b o t h  t h e  S o c i a l i s t  
P a r t y  o f  America ( t h e  S o c i a l  Democra t ic  P a r t y  i n  1900)  and t h e  
S o c i a l i s t  Labor P a r t y ,  a t  l e a s t  u n t i l  1904.  The c o u n t i e s  t h a t  
s u p p o r t e d  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  P a r t y  d i d  n o t  l a t e r  s u p p o r t  s o c i a l i s t s .  
T h i s  d o e s  n o t  mean t h a t  g roups  o f  r a d i c a l  v o t e r s  among t h e  miners  
n e v e r  swi tched  a l l e g i a n c e  from one t h i r d  p a r t y  t o  a n o t h e r .  A s  we 
have  s e e n ,  t h e  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  i n  T a b l e  4 showed t h a t  
c o u n t i e s  w i t h  l a r g e  p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  m i n e r s  d i d  l e n d  s i g n i f i c a n t  
s u p p o r t  t o  c a n d i d a t e s  o f  t h e  Greenback P a r t y  i n  1884,  t o  t h e  Union 
Labor P a r t y  i n  1888 ,  and t o  t h e  S o c i a l i s t s  i n  1900 ,  I t  d o e s  mean, 
however, that those Illinois voters who had voted Populist did not 
tend to switch their allegiance to the Socialists when the People's 
Party declined in the late 1890's. 
Although these results come from only one state, they may 
also throw some light on an important area of controversy among 
historians of American radicalism, namely: how far the socialist 
movement generally in the Midwest took over ,some of the ideology, 
as well as some of the areas of support, which had formerly gone 
to the Populists. Both Norman Pollack, in hFs dizcussion of 
the potential for a practical alliance between Populists and 
socialist trade unionists on a number of issues in which both had a 
common interest (as well as Melvyn Dubofsky in his analysis of 
working class radicalism in the Rocky Mountain states) attempted 
to demonstrate common ground between Populists, socialists, and 
radical trade unionists. The evidence from these voting returns, 
however, tends to throw doubt upon these similarities, and to 
underscore the differences between the two movements. The returns 
also show the fragmented and episodic nature of the support which 
radical third parties received, suggesting that (at least before 
the advent of the Socialist Party itself) they were more likely to 
have been the vehicle for local and temporary discontents, than 
they were of a consistent groundswell of radicalism within a 
particular class. 
4. The Support Base for Socialist Parties 
We began this study with the intention of replicating the 
analysis for each national and statewide election in Illinois, 
It became readily apparent that such detail was unnecessary. The 
pattern of socialist voting for any one office was so similar to 
the distribution for any other office that little is gained by a 
comparison of the returns for the several offices. Illustrative 
evidence for this conclusion is provided in Table 6, which shows 
the correlations between the socialist vote for President, Governor, 
Lt. Governor, Secretary of State, Attorney General, and State 
Treasurer in 1912. All of the correlations are in excess of .99 
and many round up to 1.000 with three significant digits. These 
results imply that virtually all of the area variation in the 
socialist vote for any particular office is known once the varia- 
tion in the socialist vote for any other office has been determined. 
Owing to this situation, the remainder of our analysis is restric- 
ted to the series pertaining to State Treasurer, a choice dictated 
by the fact that elections for that office are held every two yeus. , 
Thus, by utilizing the State Treasurer series we double the number. 
of observations we are able to make over time. Although our analysis 
in this paper is limited to discussion of the State Treasurer series, 
we in fact performed parallel analyses of the Presidential and 
Gubernatorial series. As one would expect given the observed 
correlations between the votes for different offices, the Presiden- 
tial and Gubernatorial series essentially replicate the observed 
findings on the State Treasurer series in Presidential election 
years. A few minor differences can be found, but these are 
inconsequential and attempting to interpret them would produce 
nothing but idle speculation. 
Insert Table 6 about here 
The results of the regression analysis of' the proportion of 
votes given to socialist candidates for State Treasurer are shown 
in Table 7. The series begins in 1896 f o r  the Socialist Labor 
Party (SLP), the date marking the first election in which the SLP 
ran a candidate for the office, In 1900, the Social Democratic 
Party (SDP) first sponsored a candidate for State Treasurer. The 
SDP vote in 1900 is here treated as historically continuous with 
subsequent voting for the Socialist Party of America (SPA) which 
first emerged in the 1902 elections" l7 The series ends for both 
parties in 1924, a somewhat arbitrary but nevertheless historically 
significant cut-off date which marks the independent candidacy of 
Robert M. La Follette on behalf of a group of former Progressives, 
Socialists, and farmer-laborites under the banner of the Conference 
for Progressive Political Action. In that year the Socialist Party 
of America, by far the larger of the two Socialist parties--by this 
time the DeLeonite Socialist Labor Pa.i?ty was little more than a rump-- 
threw its support in the Presidential election to La Follette, thus 
marking a temporary end to SPA sponsorship of independent candi- 
dates for President. 
The series reported in Table 7 was derived by .pegressing the 
fraction of the vote for SPA and SLP candidates in each election 
on a changing set of independent variables, The independent predic- 
tors used in each regression are the values of the independent 
variables observed in the census year closest to the election in 
question. Thus, the observations on the independent variables in 
1900 are used to predict the vote in elections between 1896 and 
1904; the 1910 values of the independent variables are used to 
predict the election results from 1906 to 1914; and the 1920 
observations are utilized to round out the series from 1916 to 
1924. As we noted above, the independent variables are very stable 
over time and much the same results would be obtained for the 
mid-decade elections if one used the observations at either 
end of the decade,or some average of them. 
Interpreting all of the small shifts which can be found in 
the coefficients reported in Table'7 is beyond the scope of this 
paper. Minor changes could, in any case, be generated by the 
changing match of the dependent to the independent variables. 
Consequently, we restrict our attention to the more dramatic 
movements which are unlikely to be affected by modest changes in 
the method of derivation. 
As the reader can see from Table 7, throughout the period under 
study there was a tendency for both SPA and SLP candidates to run 
well in counties where miners, immigrants, and urbanites were 
concentrated and to run poorly in those areas where wealth--as 
indexed by the value of property subject to ad valorem taxation--was -
concentrated. A coalition between a rural proletariat and the urban 
working class appeared, therefore, to be a potentially viable, since 
the groups involved were both numerically large and potentially 
crucial in determining the outcome of any election. Yet the Social- 
ists were never able to capture more than a very modest fraction of 
the total vote, or win a statewide election. Although they made signif- 
icant inroads among miners, urbanites, and immigrants, these were 
never strong enough to attract a majority of voters in these areas 
away from the major parties. While such votes as the socialist 
candidates received were drawn disproportionately from mining, urban, 
and immigrant areas, they were able to develop, even in these areas, 
only a small plurality of the vote. The failure of the Socialists 
to develop strong majorities in these areas where discernible pockets 
of strength existed may well be rooted in their inability to retain 
equally strong footholds in these places from election to election. 
For while Table 7 makes clear that both the SPA and SLP drew their 
support more heavily from immigrants, miners, and urbanites, it makes 
equally clear that the relative concentration of their support among 
these groups was subject to substantial fluctuation during the first 
quarter of the century--pointing again to the fractionalized and 
unstable character of the Socialist vote. 
Throughout the period under review, SPA candidates for State 
Treasurer drew their votes disproportionately from areas with rela- 
tively large immigrant populations. The coefficient of the foreign- 
born variable is always positive and always at least twice its 
standard error. Despite their consistently good performance in these 
areas, there are some noteworthy variations in the record. First, 
we note that in 1912 the association (as indicated by the standard 
form regression coefficient) between the SPA vote and the foreign- 
born variable drops off to a low of ,185. The coefficient remains 
fairly low at .236 in the 1914 off-year election before climbing 
0 
to its previous level in 1916. A similar phenomenon occurs in 
1924, when the coefficient drops from .478 to .280. Although 
Debs received a larger f~aetien of the B~eeidentiai vote in $912 
Than any 8BA Presidential eandidaf~ wao ever TQ peceive, WQ ales 
knew %ha? the third-party eandidaey of Theedo~e R~eeevelt wen 
etreng support in fo~eign-born a m a s ,  Again in 1824, La F~llette, 
who was endsssed by the SPA, ran will in arsag with largo immigrant 
popu%a%isns, Tt is, thersf~re, p%auefble that etpaigkt ticket 
veting in these apeas f ~ r  P~~gressive Party candidate@ may have 
s w v e d  i n  bo th  L9L2 and 192Q 20 ~ g d u c g  t h e  usual strength - ~f SPA 
oandidatea among the f s r e i g n  bernOL8 
The 0 t h ~ ~  main fLueTuati~n i n  t h e  a@sacia%isn between +he 
perfarrnance ~f SPA candidates and %he eonesn%rati~n ~f dmigranto 
eecur6 in l828, jug+ af$sr the c1see of WerAB War f ,  P - p ~ m  its . 
LQW Qf ,185 in % g % 2 ,  $he so@ffieient sf the f ~ ~ s i g n - b ~ r n  vapiabla 
m s a  steadily t~ i t@ all-time peak sf , 8 7 1  in Z928, negleeTing the 
.well-known faat tha* after the GoeiaLiot-Cenmunigt ~f ~ g ~ g ,  
the V Q * ~  is drawn Largely frem the fsr@$gn b~rn. Thus, 
tbs~ugh~uf tk@ Way year@, the SPA v ~ $ e  b e e a m  fne~eaeingly csneen- 
tsated in areas with h r g s  ~mrnigrant populatisne. we shall 
p~eeently eee, hewever, whatever supperk an anti-war p l a t f ~ p m  may 
have Won the SPA in apem with l a ~ g e  numbere ~f @nti-AlJ.ied imigpanta 
wae m o m  than offset by its aliena%$sn e f  vete~e @l@ewhere, 
Like t h e  SBA, the omall@r SLP aP@o drew its va$e disprepsr- 
tionately frsm immigran* populatisn@, H ~ w e v e ~ ,  the &s~oc$ation 
between the SLB vote and the foreign-bern variable i e  eubjeat to a 
wider range of fPuatuafione. S=till further, these Pluetuationg 
eeerningly defy, unlike those in the SPA se~ieo, explanatisn by 
referenee to partiaular hioto~icaf events. They gpe,  howevw, 
s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  r e l a t e d  t o  a s t r u c t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of elections. 
I n  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  y e a r s ,  t h e  a v e r a g e  association of t h e  
f o r e i g n - b o r n  v a r i a b l e  w i t h  t h e  SLP v o t e  i s  , 1 5 1 ;  i n  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s  
t h e  a v e r a g e  i s  more t h a n  twice as l a r g e ,  b e i n g  ,356. Thus ,  w h i l e  SLP 
c a n d i d a t e s  a l w a y s  r a n  r e l a t i v e l y  s t r o n g  among t h e  f o r e i g n  b o r n ,  
t h e y  t e n d e d  t o  r u n  more s t r o n g l y  i n  o f f - y e a r  t h a n  i n  P r e s i d e n t i a l  
e l e c t i o n s .  Why t h i s  s h o u l d  be  s o  i s  n o t  c l e a r ,  t h o u g h  it may w e l l  
b e  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  l a r g e  e l e m e n t  p l a y e d  by p e r s o n a l  a p p e a l  i n  
P r e s i d e n t i a l  p o l i t i c s .  
-- 
I n s e r t  T a b l e  7 a b o u t  h e r e  
The SLP f i r s t  e n t e r e d  a c a n d i d a t e  f o r  S t a t e  T r e a s u r e r  i n  1896 
and  t h e  SDP f o l l o w e d  i n  1900 .  N e i t h e r  p a r t y  drew e s p e c i a l l y  well  
i n  u r b a n  a r e a s  d u r i n g  t h e s e  i n i t i a l  campaigns .  However, Both the 
SLP v o t e  i n  1898 and t h e  SPA v o t e  i n  1902 was s i g n i f i c a n t l y  con- 
c e n t r a t e d  i n  u r b a n  a r e a s .  I n  e a c h  e l e c t i o n  be tween 1 8 9 8  and 1914 ,  
t h e  u r b a n  v a r i a b l e  i s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  SLP v o t e .  
Dur ing  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  i t s  c o e f f i c i e n t  n e v e r  r i s e s  above . 4  and f a l l s  
below .25  on o n l y  one  o c c a s i o n .  A s imilar  s t a b i l i t y  i n  t h e  r e l a t i v e  
s t r e n g t h  o f  SPA c a n d i d a t e s  i n  u r b a n  a r e a s  i s  o b s e r v e d  i n  t h e  e l e c ~ i s n s  
of 1902 t h r o u g h  1916 .  The d i f f e r e n t i a l  a p p e a l  o f  S o c i a l i s t  c a n d i -  
d a t e s  t o  u r b a n  v o t e r s ,  however ,  c o l l a p s e s  i n  l a r g e  measure  d u r i n g  
World War I. The a s s o c i a t i o n  between t h e  SPA v o t e  and u rban i sm 
f a l l s  s t e a d i l y  f rom '414 i n  1912 t o  a t r o u g h  of , 1 2 0  i n  1918 ,  whepe 
it r e m a i n s  i n  1920 b e f o r e  r e c o v e r i n g  somewhat i n  1922 o n l y  t o  f a l l  
off a g a i n  a t  t h e  end o f  t h e  p e r i o d .  A s imi la r  p a t t e r n  o f  d e c l i n e  
is observed in the association between the SLP vote and urbanism, 
though the 1920 recovery is preserved through 1924. Thus, the urban 
strength of both parties, but especially of the SPA, was largely 
dissipated during the war. From their inception to the eve of 
World War I, both SPA and SLP candidates ran appreciably better in 
urban than in rural areas. By the close of the war, they were not 
doing much better in urban than in rural areas. The anti-war stand 
of the SPA, the growing strength of nativism coupled with the appeal 
of socialist ideologies among immigrant populations, and the Red 
Scare in the aftermath of the war appeared to have contributed, along 
with other factors, to the demise of urban electoral support for 
socialist politics in Illinois. How far this development was true 
in other states--and whether New York, with its continued if not 
increased support for socialist candidates both during and after 
the war was an exception to a more general national pattern--remains 
to be seen, 
Both SPA and SLP candidates ran poorly--as expected--in prosper- 
ous areas through the quarter century spanned by the series reported 
in Table 7. The wealth variable is, with a single (and statistically 
insignificant) exception, negatively related to both the SLP and 
the SPA vote The coefficients are, however, fairly modest in size, 
never rising above - 2 5  in absolute magnitude. Although there is 
some fluctuation from election to election in these coefficients, 
the observed shifts are not precipitous and bear no obvious connec- 
tion to historical events of which we are aware. 
Like urbanites and the foreign born, miners were a significant 
source of socialist electoral support in Illinois throughout the 
2 6 ,  
f i r s t  q u a r t e r  o f . t h e  20th  c e n t u r y .  T h e i r  s u p p o r t  was, however,  r a t h e r  
more f i c k l e  t h a n  t h a t  which d e r i v e d  i n  t h e  i n i t i a l  decade  o f  t h e  
c e n t u r y  from t h e  f o r e i g n  born  and t h e  u rban  c l a s s e s ,  Among o t h e r  
t h i n g s ,  it flowed and ebbed on t h e  f o u r - y e a r  c y c l e  of '  P r e s i d e n t i a l  
e l e c t i o n s ,  Dur ing o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s ,  n e i t h e r  SPA n o r  SLP c a n d i d a t e s ,  
b u t  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  l a t t e r ,  f a r e d  p a r t i c u l a r l y  w e l l  i n  mining a r e a s .  
I n  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n s ,  t h e  v o t e  f o r  b o t h  p a r t i e s  was r e l a t i v e l y  
more c o n c e n t r a t e d  i n  t h e s e  a r e a s .  Thus ,  we f i n d  from Tab le  7 t h a t  
t h e  s t a n d a r d i z e d  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t  l in lc ing  -the i n d i c a t o r  of 
mining a c t i v i t y  t o  t h e  SLP v o t e  a v e r a g e d  .406 i n  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c -  
t i o n  y e a r s  and . 2 0 4  i n  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s .  The c o r r e s p o n d i n g  a v e r a g e s  
o f  t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t s  r e l a t i n g  t h e  mining v a r i a b l e  t o  t h e  SPA v o t e  
a r e  , 2 9 7  and , 1 3 5 ,  f o r  P r e s i d e n t i a l  and o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s ,  
r e s p e c t i v e l y .  These swings from e l e c t i o n  t o  e l e c t i o n  a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l  
and i n d i c a t e  t h a t  n e i t h e r  t h e  SPA n o r  t h e  SLP was a b l e  t o  m a i n t a i n  
t h e  s t r e n g t h  e x h i b i t e d  among miners  i n  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n s  
t h r o u g h  t h e  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s ,  A p p a r e n t l y ,  b o t h  p a r t i e s  cou ld  
m o b i l i z e  t h e i r  s u p p o r t  among miners  b e s t  d u r i n g  n a t i o n a l  e l e c t i o n s ;  
t h e i r  i n a b i l i t y  t o  r e t a i n  t h a t  s u p p o r t  d u r i n g  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s  
r e q u i r e d  them t o  r e c a p t u r e  i t ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  b u i l d  upon i t ,  i n  
P r e s i d e n t i a l  y e a r s .  Why t h i s  was s o ,  and what i t s  i m p l i c a t i o n s  
a r e  f o r  o t h e r  e l e m e n t s  i n  t h e  v o t i n g  l a b o r  f o r c e ,  r emains  t o  be 
s e e n ,  
Although t h e  swings from P r e s i d e n t i a l  t o  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s  
a c c o u n t  f o r  much o f  t h e  f l u c t u a t i o n  i n  t h e  s u p p o r t  r e c e i v e d  by b o t h  
t h e  SPA and t h e  SLP i n  mining a r e a s ,  a  v a r i e t y  o f  o t h e r  developments ,  
s p e c i f i c  t o  t h e  two p a r t i e s ,  a r e  superimposed upon t h e s e  c y c l e s .  
For  example,  i f  one i g n o r e s  t h e  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n s ,  it becomes v e r y  
c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of t h e  SLP v o t e  i n  mining a r e a s  was 
augmented i n  e a c h  s u c c e e d i n g  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n .  I n  1896,  t h e  
SLP r a n  o n l y  a l i t t l e  b e t t e r  i n  mining a r e a s  t h a n  e l s e w h e r e ,  b u t  
by t h e  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  o f  1 9 2 0  t h e  a r e a l  v a r i a t i o n  i n  t h e i r  
s u p p o r t  was v e r y  c l o s e l y  m i r r o r e d  by t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  mining 
a c t i v i t i e s .  T h i s  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n  o f  SLP s u p p o r t  among miners  pro-  
g r e s s e d  g r a d u a l l y  from one P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  t o  t h e  n e x t .  The 
c o e f f i c i e n t  r e l a t i n g  t h e  mining v a r > i a b l e  t o  t h e  SLP v o t e  i n  1896 was 
a s c a n t  .151;  i n  s u c c e s s i v e  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  y e a r s ,  t h e  c o r -  
r e s p o n d i n g  r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  r i s e  t o  , 2 0 9 ,  .349,  . 4 4 5 ,  .434,  
and - 5 8 5 ,  b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  a  peak of  .715 i n  1920. Excep t ing  t h e  
o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n  swings ,  t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  SLP v o t e  i n  
mining a r e a s  i n c r e a s e s  r i g h t  t h r o u g h  t h e  war y e a r s  and t h e r e  i s  
no i n d i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of  SLP s u p p o r t  among miners  
was d i l u t e d  by t h e  war. However, i n  t h e  p e r i o d  between 1 9 2 0  and 
1924 ,  t h e  r e l a t i v e  s t r e n g t h  o f  SLP c a n d i d a t e s  among miners  i s  
l a r g e l y  d i s s i p a t e d ,  t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t  o f  t h e  mining v a r i a b l e  f a l l i n g  
o f f  s h a r p l y  t o  ,357.  One can  o n l y  s u r m i s e  t h a t  La F o l l e t t e l s  
cand idacy  undermined t h e  s u p p o r t  SLP c a n d i d a t e s  g a r n e r e d  among 
m i n e r s ,  b u t  t h e r e  seems l i t t l e  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  t h e  SLP was v u l n e r a b l e  
t o  such a  swing,  d e s p i t e  t h e  growing c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  v o t e  i n  
mining a r e a s ,  owing t o  t h e i r  f a i l u r e  t o  r e t a i n  t h e i r  s t r e n g t h  i n  
o f f - y e a r s .  
The growing c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  SLP v o t e  i n  mining a r e a s  
d u r i n g  P r e s i d e n t i a l  e l e c t i o n  y e a r s  i s  n o t  m i r r o r e d  i n  t h e  SPA 
s e r i e s .  While t h e r e  i s  no e v i d e n c e  o f  a n  i n c r e a s i n g  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  
o f  SPA s u p p o r t  among m i n e r s ,  t h e r e  i s  a d i m i n u t i o n  o v e r  t i m e  i n  t h e  
a m p l i t u d e  o f  t h e  o f f - y e a r  e l e c t i o n  swings  i n  s u p p o r t  f o r  SPA c a n d i -  
d a t e s .  A t  t h e  t u r n  o f  t h e  c e n t u r y ,  t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t  r e l a t i n g  t h e  
min ing  v a r i a b l e  t o  t h e  SPA v o t e  f l u c t u a t e d  w i l d l y ,  b u t  i t ,  u n l i k e  
t h o s e  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  SLP v o t e ,  s e t t l e d  down t o  a more s t a b l e  
v a l u e  by 1910.  A s  was t h e  case w i t h  u r b a n  v o t e r s ,  m i n e r s  a p p e a r  t o  
have  wi thdrawn t h e i r  s u p p o r t  o f  SPA c a n d i d a t e s  d u r i n g  World War I .  
However, u n l i k e  t h e  g r a d u a l  d e c l i n e  be tween 1 9 1 2  and 1920 i n  t h e  
c o e f f i c i e n t  o f  t h e  u r b a n  v a r i a b l e ,  t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t  r e l a t i n g  t h e  
i n d i c a t o r  o f  min ing  a c t i v i t y  t o  t h e  SPA v o t e  d r o p s  o f f  a b r u p t l y .  
I n  1 9 1 6 ,  i t s  v a l u e  was , 3 1 3 ;  by 1918 it d i p s  t o  a s c a n t  .033 and 
r e c o v e r s  i n s i g n i f i c a n t l y  i n  t h e  s u c c e e d i n g  two y e a r s ,  A f t e r  t h e  
c l o s e  o f  t h e  war, i n  1 9 2 2  and 1924 ,  t h e  s u p p o r t  o f  SPA c a n d i d a t e s  
i n  min ing  a r e a s  r e t u r n s  t o  i t s  p r e w a r  l e v e l .  A l though  t h e  w i t h d r a w a l  
o f  SPA s u p p o r t  i n  min ing  areas c o u l d  have  been  s t i m u l a t e d  i n  p a r t  by 
t h e  SPA'S a n t i - w a r  s t a n d ,  t h e  demise  o f  mining  s u p p o r t  o c c u r s  t o o  
l a t e  and p e r s i s t s  t o o  l o n g  a f t e r  t h e  war t o  make s u c h  a n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
v e r y  p l a u s i b l e  by i t s e l f .  We are  a l s o  i n c l i n e d  t o  t race  t h e  a b r u p t  
s h i f t  o b s e r v e d  i n ' t h e  v o t i n g  d a t a  t o  t h e  deve lopment  o f  t h e  American- 
i z a t i o n  movement which r e a c h e d  i t s  heyday  i n  1916-1919 and  t o  t h e  
Red S c a r e  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  c l o s e  o f  t h e  war. 
I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  p a r t i c u l a r  c h a n g e s  n o t e d  a b o v e ,  t h e r e  i s  
e v i d e n c e  t h a t  SPA s u p p o r t  i n  min ing  areas moved s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  i n  
r e s p o n s e  t o  n a t i o n a l  economic c o n d i t i o n s o .  Tak ing  t h e  s t a n d a r d i z e d  
r e g r e s s i o n  c o e f f i c i e n t s  r e l a t i n g  t h e  min ing  v a r i a b l e  t o  t h e  SPA 
v o t e  as t h e  d e p e n d e n t  v a r i a b l e ,  w e  f o u n d  t h e y  c o r r e l a t e d  , 7 1 1  w i t h  
t h e  p e r  c e n t  unemployed i n  t h e  c i v i l i a n  l a b o r  f o r c e  o f  t h e  U.S. 
in the same year, -.281 with the average annual earnings of bitum- 
inous coal miners in the U.S., and - . 4 6 9  with the ratio of the 
average annual earnings of bituminous coal miners to the average 
annual earnings in all industries (excluding farm labor). Thus, the 
mining areas in Illinois offered their greatest relative support to 
SPA candidates when national unemployment was large and when the 
earnings of coal miners, especially their relative earnings, were 
depressed. Strike activity in the national coal industry did not, 
however, appear to influence radical voting among Illinois miners, 
since a correlation of only .014 was observed between the coefficients 
of the mining variable and the number of man-days idle because of 
strikes in the U.S. bituminous coal industry. Only the strength of 
the SPA vote in mining areas was, however, responsive to national 
economic conditions, since the coefficients relating the mining 
variable to the SLP vote were virtually uncorrelated with unemploy- 
ment and relative earnings and, implausibly, tended to be larger 
when earnings (but not relative earnings) were high and strike 
activity low. Why SLP support among miners did not respond to 
economic conditions is unclear, but it is what one might expect to 
find if SLP voters--who were never numerous--were comprised mainly 
of dedicated party members and a random, but changing mixture of 
independents and major party defectors. 
5. Persistence in the Vote 
In the preceding section, we traced the shifting pattern of 
support received by the SLP and the SPA from urban, immigrant, 
mining, and prosperous areas during the first quarter of the century. 
1 
30. 
T h i s  p a t t e r n  o f  a n a l y s i s  c o n t a i n s  a n  i m p l i c i t  t h e o r y  o f  how peop le  
v o t e .  A t  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  l e v e l ,  t h i s  t h e o r y  s e e s  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  
v o t e r  a s  a  r a t i o n a l  a c t o r  who a t  each  e l e c t i o n  r e c a l c u l a t e s  h i s  
i n t e r e s t s  and g i v e s  h i s  s u p p o r t  t o  t h e  p a r t y  and c a n d i d a t e s  he 
deems most l i k e l y  t o  do him t h e  most good. The k i n d s  o f  i n t e r e s t s  
he  may t a k e  i n t o  a c c o u n t  a r e  many and v a r i e d ,  b u t  we know t h a t  
among them a r e  t h e  l o c a t i o n  of  t h e  v o t e r  and t h e  g roups  w i t h  which 
h e  i d e n t i f i e s  i n  t h e  socioeconomic s t r u c t u r e .  And, of c o u r s e ,  t h e  
v o t e r  need n o t  v o t e  f o r  t h e  c a n d i d a t e  w i t h  whom he i s  i n  g r e a t e s t  
ag reement ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i f  he  s e e s  t h a t  c a n d i d a t e  a s  hav ing  no chance  
o f  winning and v iews a n  a lmos t  e q u a l l y  a c c e p t a b l e  c o n t e n d e r  a s  
s t a n d i n g  a good chance .  B a s i c a l l y ,  a t h e o r y  o f  t h i s  k i n d ,  which it 
i s  u n n e c e s s a r y  t o  e l a b o r a t e  a t  l e n g t h  h e r e ,  u n d e r l i e s  most e c o l o g i c a l  
s t u d i e s  o f  American v o t i n g  b e h a v i o r .  We know t h e r e  i s  an  e lement  
o f  t r u t h  t o  such  a  t h e o r y ,  because  g roups  o f  v o t e r s  do r e a l i g n  
t h e m s e l v e s  from one p a r t y  t o  a n o t h e r  as t h e i r  i n t e r e s t s  change,  much 
as t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  SPA s u p p o r t  among m i n e r s  f l u c t u a t e d  w i t h  economic 
c o n d i t i o n s .  But w h i l e  t h e r e  i s  a n  i m p o r t a n t  component of t r u t h  t o  
such  a  t h e o r y ,  we a l s o  know t h a t  it makes t h e  v o t e r  a  more compl ica ted  
c r e a t u r e  t h a n  he  i s .  There i s  a n  i m p o r t a n t  e l ement  o f  h a b i t  i n  
v o t i n g  b e h a v i o r  and v o t e r s ,  hav ing  once  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  a p a r t y  f o r  
wha tever  r e a s o n s ,  t e n d  t o  go on v o t i n g  i n  t h e  same way. Loya l ty  of  
t h i s  k i n d  a l l o w s  p a r t i e s  t o  b u i l d  up s t a b l e  s o u r c e s  o f  s t r e n g t h  and 
t o  c o n c e n t r a t e  t h e i r  e n e r g i e s  on winning t h e  s u p p o r t  o f  independen t s  
and new groups .  The same l o y a l t y  a l s o  c r e a t e s  a  d e g r e e  o f  s t a b i l i t y  
from e l e c t i o n  t o  e l e c t i o n  i n  t h e  v o t e ,  which would s h i f t  more p re -  
c i p i t o u s l y  i f  e v e r y  v o t e r  f r e s h l y  r e c a l c u l a t e d  and a c t e d  on h i s  
intereste at each election, 
Nevertheless, the unstable character of the electoral support 
which the Saaialiste received i d  a marked feature of the results 
analyzed here, and may present an extremely intereeting contrast 
to the supposedly more e t a b l a  patte~ns of p a r t y  al leg iance  which 
aharacterized working c l a s s  voting behavior in England. 
In our analysis to t h J e  point, we have igno~ed persistence in 
sooialist voting petterna in order to see haw f a r  aR analysis of 
the group baeee 09 v o t i n g  would t a k a  uw, We now turn to examine 
persistence in the v o t e  for saoialiat parties by adding a iu~ther 
independent variable to those al~eady considered. We recomputed 
the ragressiane reported in Table 7 after including the vote in the 
preceding election for the candidate of the same party f o r  the same 
office ae a predictor variable. (Exceptions to this FuLe are noted 
in the accompanying table and occur when a party had no candidate 
in the preceding election.) The results are given in Table 8, where 
it can be seen from the uniformly significant coefficients of the 
vote in the preceding election that there was subetantial persistence 
in socialist voting patterns which cannot be traced to the continuing 
support offered to sociaList parties by the foreign born, urbanites, 
- 
and miners and the continuing rejection they found in prosperous 
counties. 
Before examing the results pertaining t o  persistence in 
greater detail, a few remarks about the coefficients of the remaining 
variables are in order. The reader will recall that, in seLecting 
the independent variables, we consciously attempted to choose them 
so as to keep the intercorrelations between them as low as possible. 
Once we enter the vote in the preceding election into the analysis, 
a substantial amount of intercorrelation between the independent 
variables is also introduced into the analysis. This multicollinearity 
between the independent variables is as great as-the coefficients 
of determination already reported in Table 7, since they reveal the 
extent to which the variance in the vote in the preceding election 
is explained by the independent variables we have already examined. 
Reference to Table 7 will convince the reader that this figure is 
not trivial and usually runs around 40 to 50 per cent, which is 
like having two independent variables in a two variable regression 
whose intercorrelation is on the order of . 6  to , 7 .  Owing to the 
introduction of this degree of intercorrelation between the new 
variable and those previously studied, we can expect the coefficients 
observed in the new regression to be somewhat different than those 
reported previously. That this is, indeed, the case is readily 
verified by comparing the coefficients of M, F, U, and W reported 
in Table 7 and Table 8. Generally, the coefficients in the latter 
table are less in absolute value than those previously studied, 
just as one would expect to happen as M, F, U, and W start to share 
appreciable variance with another variable which jointly explains 
the dependent variable with them. However, despite the altered 
scale of the coefficients of M, F, U, and W, the pattern in their 
coefficients from election to election remains much the same. The 
observations made about Table 7 apply in large measure to the results 
displayed in Table 8. There is neither need to repeat them here nor 
cause to linger over the minor differences in detail which could 
be rooted put of a comparison of the tables. 
I n s e r t  T a b l e  8  a b o u t  h e r e  
Examina t ion  o f  t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e  r e t u r n s  o f  
t h e  p r e v i o u s  e l e c t i o n  r e v e a l  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  a s y s t e m a t i c  i n c r e a s e  
i n  t h e  s t a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  SPA v o t e  f o r  S t a t e  T r e a s u r e r  d u r i n g  t h e  
y e a r s  p r i o r  t o  t h e  o p e n i n g  o f  World war I. S i n c e  t h e  SPA f i r s t  
r a n  a c a n d i d a t e  i n  1 9 0 2 ,  t h e  s e r i e s  b e g i n s  by r e l a t i n g  t h e  1902 
~ ~ A . v o t e  f o r S t a t e  T r e a s u r e r  t o  t h e  1900 v o t e  r e c e i v e d  by t h e  
c a n d i d a t e  o f  t h e  S o c i a l  Democra t i c  P a r t y .  T h i s  shows a v e r y  modest 
amount o f  t r a q s f e r  i n  t h e  v o t e s  f rom one  p a r t y  t o  t h e  n e x t ,  t h e  
c o e f f i c i e n t  b e i n g  o n l y  .265 .  However, t h r o u g h  1910 t h e  ~ t a b i l i t y  
i n  t h e  SPA v o t e  i n c r e a s e s  d r a m a t i c a l l y ,  as i n d i c a t e d  by t h e  c o e f -  
f i c i e n t s  o f  .489 and  . 7 7 5  o b s e r v e d  i n  1904 and 1 9 1 0 ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  
P e r h a p s  i n  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  P r o g r e s s i v e  t h i r d - p a r t y  move- 
ment headed  by Theodore  R o o s e v e l t  i n  1 9 1 2 ,  t h e  s t a b i l i t y  i n  t h e  
SPA v o t e  d e c r e a s e s  somewhat i n  1 9 1 2 ,  b u t  it r e c o v e r s  t o  a n  a l l  
t i m e  h i g h  i n  1914 ,  when t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t  o f  t h e  SPA v o t e  i n  t h e  p r e -  
c e d i n g  y e a r  w a s  . 858 .  Thus ,  b e f o r e  t h e  w a r ,  t h e  SPA was a p p a r e n t l y  
b e g i n n i n g  t o  b u i l d  up  a s t a b l e  c o r e  o f  l o y a l  v o t e r s - - r a i s i n g  
i n t e r e s t i n g  q u e s t i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  vexed i s s u e  o f  j u s t  when t h e  p a r t y  
r e a c h e d  i t s  e l e c t o r a l  peak .  The a r e a s  i n  which t h e y  r a n  w e l l  i n  
one  e l e c t i o n  t e n d e d  t o  be  t h e  o n e s  i n  which t h e y  r a n  w e l l  i n  t h e  
n e x t  and t h e  s t a b i l i t y  i n c r e a s e d  f rom y e a r  t o  y e a r .  T h i s  deve lop -  
ment must have  seemed e n c o u r a g i n g  a t  t h e  t i m e  t o  t h e  p a r t y  o r g a n i z a -  
t i o n ,  b e c a u s e ,  e v e n  t h o u g h  t h e  SPA s h a r e  o f  t h e  t o t a l  v o t e  remained  
s m a l l ,  it seemed t o  be  d e v e l o p i n g  a s t a b l e  f o l l o w i n g .  
3 4 .  
The trends observed prior to World War I disintegrate rapidly 
during the course of the conflict. After 1914 the stability of the 
SPA vote falls with each succedding election. A trough is reached 
in 1920, when the coefficient of the SPA vote in the preceding 
election is only .386. There is some recovery of stability in 1922, 
but it dips off again in 1924 at the close of the period. It is 
reasonably plain from these figures that there was a ~ubs.t;a~&~i-aA. 
shift in the areal bases of SPA support during the war, even after 
the behavior of significant population groups--miners, immigrants, 
urbanites, and the prosperous--has been taken into account. Why 
this should be so is not clear, but it doubtless represents the 
response of the elctorate to a combination of factors already 
identified: nativiqm, the Socialist Party's anti-wan stand, wartime 
nationalism, and the alleged Russian menace to name a few. If the 
causes of this transformation in the area bases of SPA support 
are unknown, its consequences are rather more obvious, for once 
again it made the SPA a competitor in the political arena without 
a solid albeit small, cadre of loyal supporters. 
Although the persistence of SLP vote was quite substantial 
between 1898 and 1900, for the most part the area concentration of 
the SLP vote was considerably less stable than that of the SPA. In 
the period before the war, there is no indication of increasing 
stability in the support base of the SLP and, during the war, there 
is very little carryover from election to election in SLP support. 
With a continuously shifting, as well as extraordinarily small, base 
in the elctorate, SLP organizers doubtless found it difficult to 
manage campaigns effectively. Without a stable base of loyal 
supporters, however small, the SLP was ultimately doomed to 
collecting scattered protest votes at each election rather than 
building upon and enlarging known and stable pockets of strength. 
6. Concluding Remarks 
Although we have employed quantitative techniques familiar to 
sociologists and political scientists throughout this paper, our 
task has remained the distinctively historical one of recording the 
changing support base of socialist parties in Illinois. We have 
eschewed the more typical sociological task of using historical 
cases to demonstrate general theories about third-party movements, 
such as those used by Duverger. 2 0  We have been more concerned with 
what happened to SLP and SPA electoral support than with why it 
happened. We must, of course, address the question of causation in 
the larger endeavor of which this paper is a small part. But to 
do so first requires that we lay out the known historical terrain, 
so that we can then augment the evidence from these kinds of 
systematic statistical studies--which, as noted at the beginning 
of this paper, must include analyses of wage data, geographical 
and occupational mobility trends, and other quantifiable character- 
istics of working class life--with evidence from diaries, letters, 
journals, and biographies, which are the lifeblood of finished 
history. 
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TABLE 1 
Zerp-Order c o r r e l a t i o n s ,  Means, and Standard Deviations of Four Independent 
Var iab les ,  i880,  1890, 1 9 0 0 ,  1 9 1 0 ,  1920 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Variable*  Cor re la t ion  C o e f f i c i e n t s  Mean Standard 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . - .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
M F  U W . . . . . . . . . . . .Pe.v.l.at.l.on . 
TABLE 1 (CONTINUED) 
*The va r iab les  are: 
M = number  o f  men e m p l o y e d  i n  m i n e s  i n  1 8 8 2  over t o t a l  
male p o p u l a t i o n  i n  1 8 8 0 ;  = number  o f  males e m p l o y e d  
i n  m i n e s  d u r i n g  c e n s u s  y e a r  over t o t a l  male p o p u l a -  
t i o n ,  i.890, 1 9 0 0 ,  1 9 1 0 ,  1 9 2 0 .  
F = . f o r e i g n  b o r n  over t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  i n  1 8 8 0  a n d  1 8 9 0 ;  
= f o r e i g n - b o r n  w h i t e s  over t o t a l  w h i t e  p o p u l a t i o n  i n  
1 9 0 0 ,  1 9 1 0 ,  and 1 9 2 0 .  
U = p o p u l a t i o n  i n  p l a c e s  s i z e  2 , 5 0 0  o r  more over t o t a l  
p o p u l a t i o n ,  1 8 8 0 ,  1 8 9 0 ,  1 9 0 0 ,  1 9 1 0 ,  1 9 2 0 .  
W = p e r  c a p i t a  d o l l a r  v a l u e  o f  a l l  p r o p e r t y  s u b j e ~ t  o  
a d  v a l o r e m  t a x a t i o n ,  1 8 8 0 ,  1 8 9 0 ,  1 9 0 2 ,  1 9 1 2 ,  $922 .  -
Z e r o - O r d e r  C o r r e l a t i o n s  T h r o u g h - T i m e  of   our 1 n d e p e n d e n t : V a r i a b l e s  
C e n s u s  ,3880 189,O. 19.00 s 1 9 i 0  i 9 2 0  
Year 
1 8 8 0  
P r o p o ~ t i o n  o f  Males Employed i n  Mines . ( M )  
. (  . 
. . 8 7 .  . 7 7  . - . 46  .26  : 
P r o p o r t i o n  o f  P o p u l a t i o n  F o r e i g n  B o r n  ( F )  
P r o p o . r t i o n '  of P o p u l a t i o n  i n .  , P l a c e s  ' 2 , 5 0 0 +  . (U) . . 
. 9 6 .  ' . 92  . 8 6  . 8 1  
.96  . 9 1  . 8 5  
. 9 4 .  .90  
. 9 6  
P e r  C a p i t a  Assessed V a l u a t i o n  o f  P r o p e r t y  (W)" 
1 8.8 0  . 9 6  . 9 1  .80 . 7 8  - 
1 8 9 0  . 9 3  .84  . 8 2 .  
1 9 0 2  . 9 2  .89  
1 9 1 2  . 9.8 
1 9 2 2  
a ~ b s e r v a t i o n s  o n  t h e  y e a r s  1 8 8 0 ,  1 8 9 0 ,  1 9 0 2 ,  1 9 1 2 ,  1 9 2 2 .  
TABLE 3  
p e r  C e n t  o f  T o t a l  V o t e  C a s t  f o r  S o c i a l i s t  C a n d i d a t e s  f o r  P r e s i d e n t ,  I l l i n o i s  
a n d  U n i t e d  S t a t e s ;1896 -1924  
Year o f  
E l e c t i o n  
S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y  o f  Americgt 
. -  
I l l i n o i s  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  
... 1896  ... 
1900  0 .86*  0 .63* 
1904  6 . 4 3  2 .98  
I 
1 9 0 8  3 . 0 1  2 .83  
S o c i a l i s t  L a b o r  P a r t y  
I l l i n o i s  U n i t e d  States 
0 . 1 1  0 . 2 6  
0 .12  i) . 2  8  
0.44 0 .23  
0 .14  0 .09  
* S o c i a l  Democratic.. P a r t y  
S o u r c e :  His tor ica l  S t a t i s t i c s  o f , t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s :  
C o l o n i a l  Times t o  1 9 5 7 ,  p. 6 8 2 -  11 B  ue 
Book o t  t h e  S t a t e  o f  I l l i n o i s ,  b i e n n i a l  
T a b l e  4  
S t a n d a r d i z e d  R e g r e s s i o n  C o e f f i c i e n t s  o f ' - S e l e c t e d  p r e s i d e n t i a l  c a n d i d a t e s  : 
R e g r e s s e d  o n  F o u r  I n d e p e n d e n t  ' V a r i a b l e s ,  1 8 8 0 - 1 9 0 4  
C o e f f i c i e n t  
of 
D e t e r m i n a -  
t i o n  
D e p e n d e n t  V a r i a b l e  I n d e p e n d e n t  V a r i a b l e s * *  R* 
Foreign 
P o l i t i c a l  P a r t y  Y e a r  Miners B o r n  Urban weal th  
= ( M I  = ( F )  = ( U )  =(W) 
G r e e n b a c k  
G r e e n b a c k  
Union L a b o r  1 8 8 8  . 3 4 5 *  - . 2 8 0 *  . 0 5 4  - . 0 6 1 .  . I 4 3  
United L a b o r  1 8 8 8  - ; I 4 4  . 3 1 6 *  . 2 8 1 * '  - . 1 8 9  . 2 2 1  
P e o p l e  ' s 1 8 9 2  . 0 3 1  - . 322*  - . 1 5 8  - . 280*  , 3 5 6  
S o c i a l i s t  L a b o r  1 8 9 6  . I 7 2  . 2  46 . 1 9 7  - . I 5 3  . I 8 1  
P e o p l e  I s  1 9 0 0  . l o 0  - 0 1 5 5  - . I 3 3  -.'I85 . I 3 9  
soc i a l i s t  L a b o r . .  1 9 0 0  . 2 6 8 *  - . 0 3 4  ..532* . 0 4 6  . I 9 2  
U n i o n  R e f o r m  1 9 0 0  . 211*  . 0 7 4  .O03 - . 3 0 4 * '  . I 1 9  
S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y .  
of A m e r i c a  1 9 0 4  . 2 2 3 *  . 4 0 8 *  . 4 4 9 *  - . 2 0 7 *  . 6 0 6  
S o c i a l i s t  L a b o r .  1 9 0 4 .  . 3 6 9 *  . 2 2 5  . 3 3 3  -:215* . 4 0 8  
P e o p l e ' s  1 9 0 4  . 2 4 9 *  . 0 3 2  - . 0 6 1  - . 1 4 8  - . 0 8 2  
* C o e f f i c i e n t  i s  a t  least t w i c e  i t s  : s tandard  error. . 
* * I n d e p e n d e n t  V a r i a b l e s  : S e e  . T a b l e  1 
T a b l e  5 
8 
Z e r o - O r d e r  C o r r e l a t i o n s  o f  D i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  Vote b y  C o u n t y  f o r  P r e s i d e n t i a l  C a n d i d a t e s  
i n  I l l i n o i s  ' f o r  S e l e c t e d  P a r t i e s ,  1880-1904.  
Year a n d  p o l i t i c a l  P a r t y  
I 
1 8 8 0  1 8 8 4  1 8 8 8  1 8 9 2  1 8 9 6  1900  1900  1 9 0 0  1 9 0 4  1 9 0 4  1904  
Year P o l i t i c a l  P a r t y  Grnbck Grnbck -U.L. P p l ' s  SLP P p l ' s  SLP SDP SPA SLP P p l ' s  
G r e e n b a c k  
G r e e n b a c k  
Union  L a b o r  
P e o p l e  ' s 
S o c i a l i s t  L a b o r  
' P e o p l e  '.s 
7 S o c i a l i s t  L a b o r  
Social :  Democratic 
1 9 0 4  S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y  o f  A m e r i c a  
1 9 0 4  S o c i a l i s t  L a b o r  
1 9 0 4  P e o p l e ' s  
TABLE 6 
z e r o - O r d e r  C o r r e l a t i o n s  o f  c o m b i n e d  V o t e  f o r  S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y  of A m e r i c a  and 
S o c i a l i s t  L a b b r  P a r t y ,  b y  O f f i c e ,  I l l i n o i s ,  1 9 1 2  
OFFICE OF: 
O f f i c e  o f :  p r e s . .  Gov. L t .  Gov. S .  of S .  A. G . -  S .  T .  ~ e a n *  - 
P r e s i d e n t  .997 . .998 .998 .998 .998 7.45 
G o v e r n o r  .999 .997 .998 .998 7 . 1 1  
L t .  G o v e r n o r  .999 1 . 0 0 0  1 . 0 0 0  7 . 6 0  
S e c r e t a r y  of S t a t e  1 . 0 0 0  1 . 0 0 0  7.93 
A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l  1 . 0 0 0  7 .76  
S t a t e  T r e a s u r e r  7 . 7 4  - 
* P e r  C e n t  of t o t a l  vote i n  s t a t e  cas t  f o r  t w o  s o c i a l i s t  p a r t i e s  
TABLE 7 
Summary of Regression Analysis of Propor t ion  of Votes Cast for S o c i a l i s t  
Candidates f o r  S t a t e  Treasurer ,  I l l i n o i s ,  1896-1924 
p a r t y  and Year Independent Variables** Coef f i c i en t  ' 
of Elec t ion  of 
Mining ~ o r e i g n  Born 
. . Urbanism Wealth Determina- (=M) :(=F) . . ( = U )  . . (=W) . t i o n  
S o c i a l i s t  Par ty  Regres.sion Coeff.icien.ts. i n  Standard-Torn-.. .-.. . R.. 2 
of America 
*Coeff ic ient  i s  a t  l e a s t  twice i t s  s tandard  e r r o r .  
**Independent v a r i a b l e s :  See Table 1 
Democratic Party 
TABLE 7 (CONTINUED) 
Pa r ty  and Year . Independent Variables  Coef f i c i en t  
of E lec t ion  of 
Mining Foreign Born Urbanism Wealth Determina- 
(=MI (=F) (=u)  (=W) t i o n  
S o c i a l i s t  Labor 
Pa r ty  Regression C o e f f i c i e n t s  i n  Standard Form R~ 
*Coeff ic ient  i s  a t  l e a s t  t w i c e . i t s  s tandard  e r r o r .  
**&ndependent v a r i a b l e s :  See Table 1 
% o c i a l  Democratic Par ty  
T a b l e  ' 8 
Summary o f . .  R e g r e s s i o n  - A n a l y s i s 5 0 f .  P r o p o r t i o n  , o f :  S t a t e  T r e a s u r e r  .vote' C a s t ' .  f o r  S o c i . a l i s t . !  
C a n d i d a t e s ; . I n c l u d i n g  v o t e  i n  P r e c e d i n g  E l e c t i o n ' a s  .a P r e d i c t o r ,  ~ l l i n o i s ,  1898-1924. 
. I n d e p e n d e n t  Va r i ab l e s* ' "  ' ' ' ' ' .. 
R e g r e s s i o n  C o e f f i c j e n t s  i n  S t a n d a r d  Form R 2 
, . .  . 
' vote ' f o r '  c a n d i d a t e  
F o r e i g n  o f  ..Same P a r t y  f o r .  
. . same o f f i c e  ' i n  M i n i n g .  Born '  u r b a n i s m  preceding, .Year , 
p a r t y  a n d  Year. (=M) (=F) (=U)  ( = W )  (=V& i . . 
S o c i a l i s t  P a r t y  of Amer ica  
19  0  0  .327* .282* ,026  - .060 .275* . 453  ' b  
1902  -. 1 6 5  .360* .303* - .170 .265*a .435  
1904  .257* :195* .266* -.I11 .489* . 7 4 1  
1906 .039  .268* .128  - .073  .572* .756 
1908  .314* . 0 0 1  . I 1 8  - .077 .650* .765  
1 9  1 0  - .072 .070 .143* - .089 .775* .793  
1912  .213* - .027 .160* - .090 .626* a . 704  
' Coef fi b i k n t  
-42  
u.L 
D e t e r m i n a t i o n  
. . 
t C o e f  f i c i e n t ,  is .a t  . leas t  t w i c e  it3 s t a n d a r d  error. 
**  I n d e p e n d e n t '  v a r i a b l e s  :' S e e  T a b l e  .l 
. . .  
Democratic P a r t y  i n  1900 
bsoci i l is t  L a b o r >  P a r t y  v o t e  ( f o r  S t a t e  ~ r e a s u r e i )  i r i  1898 .  . . 
Table 8  (Continued) 
1nde~enden t 'Va r i a l e s " f  
Vote' f o r  candidatel Coeff ic ient  
S o c i a l i s t  Labor Par ty  
1898. 
1900 
Foreigh o f .  Same Par ty  f o r  
samerOffice . i n '  Mining Born Urbanism Wealth Preceding Year 
Party and Y e a r  (=M) (=F). (=U) ( =W 1. =vt-;) . . . . . . . . 
2 . 




~e te r rp ina t i on  . . .. . , 
*Coefficient  is  a t  least  . twice i t s  . s tandard .  e r r o r ;  
**~ndependent . var iab les  : See ~ a b i e . -  1 ' 
. ' -  . .. . - 
C 
S o c i a l i s t  Party of America ( f o r  S ta te .Treasure r )  i n  1922 
(SLP.ran no candidate f o r  S t a t e  Treasurer  i n  1922). 
